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As has become customary in the Spring issue of the news-
letter, we list the section’s panels for APSA 2009. Rudy Sil
(rudysil@sas.upenn.edu) has done a great job in managing
and organizing the panels. We have about 25 panels this year.
As usual there is considerable diversity in the panels, which
reflects the diversity of the section membership. Panels may
change between now and APSA so you should check the APSA
website for the final program. This is also the occasion for me
to correct a mistake in the last issue and thank Craig Thomas
for his work in organizing the panels for APSA 2008.
I also encourage members to attend the business meeting
and reception at APSA. The business meeting is usually on
Thursday evening. It is a good chance to hear about the sec-
tion; it is an even better occasion to have some interesting
chats during the reception. Check the section website (http://
www.maxwell.syr.edu/moynihan/programs/cqrm/section.html)
for information about the business meeting, receptions, work-
shops, and other events.
One of the goals of the newsletter is to provide useful
information and readings for the teaching of qualitative and
mixed methods. The symposium on “Teaching Interpretive
Methods” provides some ideas and reflections on how one
can include interpretive methods in a qualitative methods class.
Some discussion of interpretive methods has become stan-
dard practice in qualitative methods classes so this sympo-
sium should be of use to many instructors.
Mona Krook reviews about 50 syllabi for gender and poli-
tics classes, with particular attention to the methodology used
in the readings for such classes. The diversity of the method-
ologies represented in these courses may surprise some read-
ers.
As someone centrally interested in concepts and mea-
surement, when I saw the 2008 APSA panel on “New Ap-
proaches to the Measurement of Ethnicity: Identities, Institu-
tions, and Power,” I naturally thought this would make a good
symposium. I attended the panel and got some useful ideas for
my own seminars and workshops on concepts and measure-
ment. There has been a tremendous amount of work lately on
both the data on ethnic groups and the measurement of ethnic
group or identity variables. Ethnic identity variables are cru-
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Recognizing interpretive research and the methods in in-
terpretive research is also a theme common to the other es-
says. Both Kubik and Schwartz-Shea remark on the taken-for-
granted status of interpretive methodologies in other disci-
plines; their discussion and citations also demonstrate that
such methods are already part of political science if attention
is turned to particular parts of the discipline (e.g., legal studies,
feminism) or to substantive topics in the subfields (e.g., politi-
cal legitimacy, foreign policy, culture, identity, bureaucratic ex-
perience). Graduate students’ critical abilities are sharpened
when they are better able to identify and assess the methods
used in the interpretive research they encounter during their
coursework and, subsequently, throughout their careers.
How students react to interpretive readings and ideas is
carefully parsed in Robert Adcock’s essay, “Making Room for
Interpretivism: A Pragmatic Approach.” He reports that stu-
dents’ most positive responses are to those readings that dem-
onstrate interpretive contributions to explanation and field re-
search—whereas interpretivism’s ontological and epistemo-
logical stance and encouragement of reflexivity sometimes led
to “rejection, rather than recognition, of the claim of [interpre-
tive] views to be potential philosophical foundations for em-
pirical research in the political science.” In her essay, “Teach-
ing Interpretive Methods in Political Science:  The Challenges
of Recognition and Legitimacy,” Peregrine Schwartz-Shea
shares a similar concern with student reaction to the possibil-
ity of interpretive research. Using an assignment that has stu-
dents design quantitative-behavioral, comparative case study,
and interpretive approaches to the same research topic pro-
duces, she argues, student recognition and appreciation for
their “methodological others”—those who may chose to ap-
proach topics in ways different from their own inclinations and
specialties.
In a manner that echoes Adcock’s approach, Jan Kubik’s
essay, “Introducing Rigor to Teaching Interpretive Methods,”
succinctly connects the strengths of interpretive methods and
methodologies to the concerns not only of Weber, but also of
rational choice sociologist James Coleman, survey researcher
Laura Stoker, and game-theoretic modeler Barry O’Neill. In this
way, students who most relate to these latter approaches can
find initial entrée to interpretive perspectives.
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Even if one does not teach interpretive methods in par-
ticular, all those who teach methods can learn something from
these four symposium contributions as the essays provide grist
for reflection on pedagogical strategies and goals.1
For those readers specifically considering how to include
interpretive methods in their departmental curricula, these es-
says recount the challenges faced by professors currently
teaching such methods in the discipline. Chief among these
challenges is finding space in the curricula; each of these in-
structors includes interpretive methods as part of a broader
course, either research design (Adcock, Kubik, Schwartz-Shea)
or an advanced graduate seminar or an undergraduate Scope
and Methods course (Hauptmann).2 On the positive side, this
strategy means the opportunity to teach students who might
not otherwise take a stand-alone course (especially effective if
the course is in some way required3). On the negative side, the
exposure will perforce be quite limited, which raises the stakes
in the choice of topics and readings (as Adcock’s analysis
makes clear). Yet the fact that these inroads are occurring is
concrete evidence of the impact of the last wave of disciplinary
debates over methodological pluralism.
In this context, Emily Hauptmann’s contribution, “Undo-
ing the Opposition Between Theory and Methods,” provides a
fitting history lesson on the origins of disciplinary assump-
tions about “methods” and “methods teaching:” (a) that meth-
ods training necessarily entails an uncritical perspective on
political life; (b) that political theorists have no methods; and
(c) that theorists should not be involved in methods teaching.
When political theorists contribute to their departmental meth-
ods curricula at either the graduate or undergraduate level,
these assumptions can be surfaced and revisited—a healthy
development, even if, as Hauptman puts it, she realizes “how
differently many of my colleagues think about [methods]” com-
pared with her own perspective.
cial to quite a few research agendas, from economic growth to
civil war. At the same time, many feel that the ELF index and the
data used to construct it are very flawed. The Lieberman and
Singh, and Chandra articles show that one needs to include
political factors such as political parties and the political insti-
tutionalization of ethnic identities in the the conception of
ethnic identity and then in the collection of the data (as op-
posed to completely apolitical and individual-level ELF mea-
sure). The Herrera et al. piece surveys some of the core issues
involved in measuring identity.
As reported in the last issue, the Institute for Qualitative
and Multi-Method Research will be held in early June at Syra-
cuse University (http://www.maxwell.syr.edu/moynihan/pro
grams/cqrm/institute.html). Along with a new venue comes a
new structure. The Institute is now being organized into two-
day modules to allow for more in-depth teaching of various
topics. Due to the increasing amount of material in the area of
qualitative and mixed methods, there will be two concurrent
modules that students can choose from, along with some com-
mon sessions for everyone. I am excited about the new loca-
tion and the new structure for the Institute and I think it repre-
sents a new stage in the evolution of the teaching of qualita-
tive and mixed methods within political science.
